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I. Introduction and Overview of Literature 



The purpbse of jthis study was to examine rela^tlonshlps among fear of crimes 

- actual crime rates, leaving 6ne*s residence, self reported healthy income arid 

^ ^ _ _ _ ' 1'"' . ^ 

sense of personal mastery in the elderly. ^ . 

*It is generally believed that the elderly^exhibit greater fear o^f crime 
than other age groups ^ Although there is some disagreement among statisticiaris 
as to whether the aged actaully are more victimized than other groups (AdkinSi 
-1975; HarriSi 1975; Braungart, RQj'er,'& Braungart, 1979; U.S. teparttnent of 

- - ---- ._ _ 

Justlcej 1979; SUhderland, 1980). en the one hand, the view that "old people 
are victims of violent crime more than a'ny other group" (Butler, 1975, p. 300) 
is pervasive in the p&pular, press . Patterson (lSf78a) also portrays the elderly 

as experiehcihg more elevated rates tff assault, larceny with personal contact 

_ _ - - - - . _ _ _ 

and robbery with personal injury than other segments of the population. On 
the other hahdi Cbhn (19ffl ) disputes this finding, "even for crimes of personal 
larceriyj such as purse arid wallet sriatchings, the elderly were victimized rio 
more often thari other groups" (p. 1). Other surveys report mixed results with 
the elderly dembristratirig the lowest-rates of robbery and assault but the - 
higheU rate of persbrial larceny with c6ritact (U.S. Department of Justice, 1979). 

7 - ^ . • ' _ ____ __ __ ^ 

Whetlter or ribf one finds the elderly to be more victimized than oth^r 
•groups* it is the d1ffererit'(al impact of this experience which is believed to' 
be the basis for their Increased fear. Goldsmith and Goldsmith (1975) in their 
overview of the, Natibrial Gbnfererice bri Crime Against the Elderly described 
physical and ecbribmiccbmpbnerits, which were responsible for the fflagnification " 
of crime's ijiipressibn opbn the aged; First of all, physical factors such as 
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decreased str^gth arid agility make res1$tarice to attack less' effective and 
more darigerous. Age-related changes in v|siori ^ hearing and musculature, co- 
drdiriatibri airfl speed of reSporise h^ve all been welt doaumented (Birren & ^ ^ 

Schaie, 1977). The criminal may also' perceive the elderli' as more vulnerable 
clue to these proposed "host factors" (Lavrton, Nahemow, Yaffe, & Feldman, 1976). 
It has further beeri suggested (Goldsmith ^SlGoldsmith, 1976) that the prospect 
; of injury from an encounter wi^ crime, wmich is increased with physical dis- , 
ab11it^%eighteris one's fear of being victimized.- Second, ^Goldsmith and 

' • r - V - V '■ ■ 

Soldsnn'th (1975) noted a financial element; \specff1cany, they proposed that 

. \ : : 

decreased economic resources of the elderly rarce them into residence in areas 
of high crime, while iricrejisirig the salience oT lo^ss of a few dollars. 

tosses in the biological and erivirorimerital ar^as such as those just de- 
scribed may create^sychological factors which account for heightened fear 
of crime in those ri^ old (tawtori et al . , 1975). Neugarten and associates at the 
University of Chicago (1964) defined a personality trait of active mastery, 
which is the extent to which individuals see themselves as able to handle prob- 
;lems. They suggest that the elderly move toward the passive pole of this di- 
mension. Iri Rotter's terms (1965), th^se individuals would be said to exhibit 
an exterrial locus of cbritrol . Pearl iri S Schooler (1978) would define this cori- 
ditibri as one of little sense of personal mastery over one's life, or fatalisii. 
The ribtibri here is tfet the blder' person's recbgriitibri bf lessened effectiveness 
is fed back -frito the iridivi dual's cbriceptibri bf self aftd erivirbrinierit. iri 
relatibri tb crime, the blder persbri, whb Is* physically assailable, alsb fefls 
vulrierable. - i 

Schobler (1978) fburid perceived jthreat tb^cbmprise ari impbrtarit cbmpbrierit 
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1n fear, the mere expectations of being made to relocate was severe enough to 
cause declines In moral and flihctldnal health In the aged In his Investigation. 
A cbrrnnbh respdhse to fear Is withdrawal. It seems reasonable to believe that 
Individuals attempt to decrease their contact with' possible sources of threat. 
Specifically^ Cdrikllh (1975^ p. 20) has suggested that '"elderly with an ele- 
vated fear of crime leave their homes less often than those with as sense of 
Security". Some researchers describe the frlgtehed older adult as living a 
life of self Imposed cbriflriemerit (Lawtoh S Klebani 1971; Schooler, 1970). Iso- 
lated from much of the buts+de wbrld^ these individuals are viewed as "pG^joners 
• In their own homes" (Braurigart et al . , 1979), Attehtlbn (Cbnklln, 1971) has 
been given to this indirect victimizatibri bf the elderly in which disruption of 

lifestyle is incurred even withbut persbrial ihvblvemeht with crime, 
_. . » _ _ * _ _ _ 

To summarize the previbus ihvestigatibhSi it has been demonstrated or 

at least suggested that heightened fear bf crime in the elderly may not reflect 
actual crime rates (Cbhri, 1981). Rather* it results from a perceived vulnera- 
bility dije to diminishing physical and economic resources (Goldsmith & Goldsmith, 
19751 or bel^e^f in lack bf cbntrbl bver prevention of crime (Lawton et al . , 1976; 
Patt^rsbn, 1978; Cbhn, 1981). Researchers (Conklin, 1975; Braungart et al . , 1979) 
have further described the impact bf this fear Upon the behaviof bf those now 
bid as resulting in lessened leaving Of their res-idences. However, given the 
multiplicity bf prbpbsed factors responsible for fear bf crime and the ^pervasive- 
hess bf the phehbmehbh bf decreased activity butside the home with increa?ing 

age, it seems reasonable tb assume the existesce of explanations other than 

_. , ____ ■ * 

fear bf crime in accbuhtirig for an older adult's desire to remain home. For 

instance, a combination of alternative factors (e.g. decreased night fision or 
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Other physical handicaps, and/or inability to operate or afford a vehicle) may 
be responsible for this phenomenon. It Is not yet clear the extent to which fear 
of crime is a factor. . . . 

Focusing now on fear of crime Itself, there are a few non-age specific 
etiological stijdies'ln the literature. Agreement exists In these findings that 
fear of crime is not a consequence of direct experiences as a victim^or re^- 



siding in ,a high crime area" (Boggs, 1971 , p.22; see also Ennis, 1967; Mclntyre, 
1976; &.Conkl1n, 1971). These investigators have suggested that intensity of 
concern about crime may vary according to plii^'cal vfe.g. size and height) ^^and 

4t _ ____ __ __. _____ 

social (e.g. sex and Income) factors. However, systematic analyses of these 
hypotheses are scarce. • 
A similar paucity, of evidence exists to support the notions of physical, 
economic and psychological factors as responsible for an elevated fear of crime 
in the elderly (Janson & Ryd^er, 1983). Health status, income and sense of per- 
sonal mastery have received littl* empirical attention in relation to the fear 



variable. Yet the theoret^^^ literature offers reason to- pursue an investi- 
gation which examines and quantifies fear of crime by older adults, while ex- 
plorihg its possible relationshipp^to their income, perceptions -of health and 
seose/of mastery or control over^he environment. 

Despite research findings with all age groups Vsoggs, 1971; Mclntyre, 1976)- 

\ ____ __»_ __^__ __ *_ [■ 

depicting actual efime and victimization rates as not primarily responsible for' 

fear of crime, crime prevention programs (Pope & Feyerherm, 1976) and environ- 

mentfcl and structural redesign (Lawton & Byer£s, 1973; Meiss, 1969) for the' 

elderly have been aimed at achieving a decrease in these rates. Efforts to 

strengthen police and community interactions (Poister &.McDavid, W76) have 
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'^alsb mainly focused on crime prev^iltion. Certainly a decrease in criminal ac- 
tivity is desirable. However, wnfiout addressing the issue of^ fe|r of crifne 
and its possible causes (e.g. lessened sense of personal mastery, health statasi 
and decreased income) a program designed to eradicate crime and the fear^as- 

___ _ __ ' __ ^_ i ^ 

sociated with it fay serve to decrease the i^ormer component while potentially 



fostering the latter (Norton & Courlander, 1982). In other words, one could 
obtain less crime but produce more fear. - 

- ' - - - ) r 

The purpose of this study is to test the following hypotheses: 
1*. The ambtirit an older individual leaves his#or her residence depends more 
upon health status arid serise 6f persbrial mastery thari either fear of crime or 
actual crime -rate. 

'2. Fear of crime in older adults is more grea^lj^ determined by their; heal<rth 

* _______ •_ 

status, sense of personal mastery and^ income than hy the actual crime rate Tt\ 

their area. - 

II. Methods * _ ' ; 

» ^ \ , ' « _ 

A. Subjects * ' „^ ^\ ^ V ' , 

•• ■* •* ■_ ' ^ ^ " 

^ T^*su&Jects iri the study comprise 60 blKl^r'adul ts. Their S^e range was 

54 to 99 with ari average age of 77.5. 49 wpmeh aria 11 men were included in ttie 

group. The meari jiumber of years bf educatibri was l6.7. Abdat half of t^fi re- 

spbriderits had ari iricome bf $4000-7000 per yiar. (See table 1 for demographic 

iriformatibri). fhey resided in' "^r cbimnuriities in nietrdpdl1t^n_^^^5^^ 

These subjects were participarits iri a large prdgT%m en^iluatidn project, which 

coricerris a jjersbrial eii^gericy ale^ respbrise lystetn operated by a hosjiital in ^ 

each commuriity. To be eligible for the service ^ individuals were assessed by . 
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the hdsjiitals as medically vulnerable and living alone (See Table 2 for screen- 
ing Instrument). The present study draws upon that larger data^set in order to 
Investigate several research questions pertaining to fear of crime. ' 

B. Prodfedu^s and Measures ( 

^ Both interview and paper-ahd-paper measures were included in the data set, 

' _ _ * 7_ __, 

Measures emplbyec^tb assess health included Perceived Health Stautus (Sherwoad, 

Morris, 1980), which provides a measure of §elf reported health, and Activities 
of Daily Living (Pfeiffer, 1975), which evaluates ability independently to per^ 
Torm shopping, h^usewbrR, ^preparing meals, laundry, regul'ating medication, hand- 
ling money arid usirig the telephone .84). The Boston Hebrew Rehabilitation 
Center for the'Aged beav^ Residence Scale (Sherwood & Morris, 1980) was used to 
calculate frequericy with which iridivlduals left their residences, streets ar\d 
rieighbbrhbbds (c<= .92). These three gieasures were administered In face to face 
interviews. The Pearliri Mastery Scale (Pearlih & Schooler, 1978), which provides 
a measure bf sense of mastery over o^comes intone 's life and per^^SKed lotus of 
cdntrolf .78) and the Pattefibh ^978b) Fear bf Crime Scale .79) that 
evaluates the amburit bf arixiet^y^related to cfime,\«ere given to the subjects at 
time bf interview. The respbriderits were provided instructions concerning the 
measures arid told to complete Jthem arid mail them back 'within ^two 'to three days of 
tht- iritervi^w. , ^ ; 

"Iri additibri.tb these measures from the larger study, for purposes of evalu- 
atirig hypotheses about the relatiohship of fear of crime to actual crime, at sup- 

^plemerital iridex of actual crime was established. Each resporiderit was assigned to a 
crime repbrtirig distr^ict withiri a police divisiori usirig tract desigriatioris in con- 

dlirmtibri with maps bf the city arid courity of bos Arigeles. Repbrtirig district crime 



-7- ' • "V^ 

' . ■ ■ ■ ■ , ^ • . ■ 

rates for residehtial burglary, street^rQbbery (e.g. ptirse snatching) i ag- 
gravated assault* (e.g. murder and rape) and total "Part crimes reported 
(e.g. all of ^bove, larceny and fraud) for time of Interview were matched 
with resondents In each area. Detailed data on rep6rted:^1ct1ml2at1ons by 
the Los Angeles Police and Sheriff Departments were used with the awareness 
that they may represent^an undercounting of Incidents (Janson & Ryder, 1983; 
Decker, 1977; nte^ fc^Smith, 1973). However, the official crime rates will 
provide sufficiently accurate estiamtes of neighborhood variation In true 
crime rates. 

III. Results . • 



itVs . 



The mean levels of personal variables (e.g. furictlbrial healthj health 
statVsi mastery, ihebme and leave of residence^ arid crime Variables (e.g.'resi- 
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deht^al -Jburglary, street rb&bery, aggrtVi^ arid total Part' I crimes 

reported) are respectively given in Tables 3 arid 4^ 'brbkeri dbwiMDy sex. Men 

tended to report Teavirig their reslderiees slightly more bfteWthari woilien and ; ; 

- ^ tJ- ^ - i - 

\ endorsed higher levels of furictlbrial health, health status i Inastery aridUncbme. 

However, none of thete' di ffererices were statisticfflly sigriificarit. Wbrfteri ex- 

^pressed having sigrilficaritly (p<.J301| more fear thari did meri btit resHcfeirtial/ \ 

- ^ _ . ^ "v.- ■ . - -- - - - ■ _ ^ ^ ' ^ 

patterns afld hence crime rates dfd riot differ sigriificaritly by sex. 

A. Hypothesis 1 ' ' '^^ 

.. • ' 

_ Correlational analyses were used to explore associations-rbetweeri tlie de- _ 

I ■ , . __. ■,__'__J - ' . . . 

jpendent measure of leave of residence and the independent variables, which iri- ^ 
eluded self reported health, functional heal th^i. personal mastery, ftear of crime . 
and actual xrime rates^e.g. residential burglary* street robbery, ^aggravated 



assault and total Part I ^crimes reported j*. The leave of residence scale dis- 
played a highly significant negative correlation {r» -.57^ p^.OOl) with 
functional health, which Indicates that Individuals who are able to perforni 
activities of dally living are more 11 Rely to leave their homes than those 
wh^A^^port being less capable of undertaRlrig these tasks^ (See Table 5). 
When. the effects of personal mastery were controlled this relationship was 
maintained (r= -.53, p<(.Wt). ' . 

Significant negative correlations between leave of residence and personal 
mastery (r* -.24, p<.05} and area ra^^.f assault (r=» -.22» p <!.05) were 
atsb discovered. -In other words, those older adults endorsing greater personal 
mastery over life's outcome^ went out more ^ as did those, residing iri areas^ 
^ with lower assault rates. However; when the Influence of fuhetlbrial health was 
controlle* using partial correlations; these significant relationships were 
not sust»ned. No clear pattern of assoMation was exhibited between any of 
the remaining actual crime or fear of crim^ measures and thi' leave of residence 
scale. . f 

the findings of stepwise multiple regression of leave of Residence on 
functional heal th,,sel f reported heal th_, personal mastery, repbrtihg district 

^^"^ __ ^ _ _ . 

crime- rates* and fear of orjme provide , further support for tRe importance of 



functional health in predicting the amount an older adult goes but. Separate ^ 

I ' 

equations were computed using each of the four types of critn6 .rates due to 

i the. interdependence of,^he m^Tsures. (See Table 6) Functional healt 

% ^ ^ _ * . — _ _• 

•^comprised ^ the strongest predictor of leaving residence. It still aceburited for . 

27% of the variance when entered fist into the regression fbrmula. Area rate 

. of assault and personal mastery w§ re not significant predictors. Eaph cbmpon-ent 
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* cbritrlbuted drily .022 arid ,002, respectively to the overall prediction. 

Hypothesis 2 : 

Relationships between the fear of crime depehderit measure arid the Iri- 

* ■ . - - ^ * ^ - 
dependent variables of self reported healthy furictlbrial healthy persbrial ■ — 

mastery and actual crime rates for* reslderitlal burglary^ street robber^, 

aggravated assault and total Part I criitjes "Were- Investigated usirig coYrela- 

tldhal analyses. A highly slghlffcarit positive assbc^atl/ori wfsi discovered 

between per*sbrial IHfstery arid fear bf crtme (r* .37, p <(.O05), which Implies 

that Individuals with heightened fear bf crlrrie repbrted havlrig less serise bf 

mastery bver their lives. (See Table 7). Fear bf crljpe was riegatlvely tbr- , 

related with persbrial Iricibme (r= -.^4^ p^.05ji which reveals that thbse witlj / 

fewer firiaricial resources are mbst afraid bf Voslrig them. Cbrrelatlbris bf 

actual crime rates with fear bf crime did ribt sigrilflcaritly Imprbve'wheri effects 

bf persbrial mastery arid Iricbme were cbritrblled. ' v 

Wbmeri were alsb more likely thari rrieri tb^eridbrse greater levels bf felF 
(r^ .47, p^.00Ol). Hbrebver, It Is recalled that the wbmeri's •means for all 
bther va^^lables were ribt sigrilflcaritly higher thari those bf the rrieri. (Review 
Tables 3 S 4). [Jb clear relatibrishlps were foiirid betweeri the health measures 
br actual crime rates arid fear af crime. ^ • 

Stepwise multiple regresslbri bf fear b^f crime bri persbrial mastery i jricbinfe^ 
•sel f repbrted healt-li', furictlbrial health. arid repbrting district crime rates 
identified persbriftT masteryi^a^ a sigriificarit predictor iri tSis sample bf blder 
adults (F» 8*98, p^.dl)/^^ table 8 ). However , 1 1 apcounted for only 

9% of the variarice wHeri all bthpr variables were all bwed tb first enter the 
regressibri equatibri. Pe^rsbrial iriebme cbritributed bril-y .01 tb the predictibri bf 
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fear of crime. . v : 

Overall i sex of respondent became^ the most Tmpbrtant factor the for- 
mula in accouritlhg ifor 22% of the variance in fear of crime^^^eoS^eque^ 
separate analyses were carried dot for men and women in brdef^o. aicertitn pre- 
dictors of fear of crime for each. These resalts revealed self reportedland 
functional health to strdn^y predict fear of crimr for the li men (F«/^.3^, 
p<^.01). These variables remained signlfieant predictors When entei«ed^1:ast into 
the regression equatldhs. JSee Table 9 ) They accounted for ajarge i^H of the 
total variance In the overall prediction of fear. \ , 

V For wdrSen, tfie picture is less clear. Personal mastery still comprised 
a significant component in forecasting fear 6.57, p tewever; it 

wa^ responsible for only B'% of the yariance when all other variables were 
allowed to first enter the regression eqaatlohs. (See Table'lS). No other 
variables wet*e significant predictors of the amount of fear reported by ^he 
women in the sample. ' * 

IV. Biscussion 

the first hypothesis received mixed s'uppbrt from the findings. The 

• " ' _ ' _ _ ,. _ ■* ■ r ■ . 

amduht ah older individual from this sample, leaves his or her residence does 

_ _ _ _ _ • _ _ _ _ • _ _ _ _ _ ' _ _ \ 

appear to depend morip upon' fuhct1dna> health status than upDn fear of crime 

or actual crime rates. Personal mastery and feportlng d-i strict assault rates 
were cprrelated' wit but did hot cdmprise significant pre- 

dictors when the variables were cohsldered tdgether in a multiple regressi'o^n^ 
it seemsf^reasbhable that^ for those elderly who are independently able tb per-' 
form shopping, hbusewbrki and other activities of daily living^ one coulxl 
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predict an Increase in leaving home. Hbrebver, the elderly who feel less 
^s'ense of control over their lives may be thbs^^who cannot leave their resi- 
dences as often as those with greater persbrial mastery. 01der individuals 
residing in areas with elevated rates of the most serious crimes (e.g. ag- 
gravated assault* murder arid rape) appear ib go but less regularly than 
those living in bther areas. However, functibnal health does play an im- ' 
portant mediating role iri these relationships. ' 

In sum^ what is irripbrtarit is that fear of crime has not beefc demonstrated 
significantly tb impact the amburit a frail older adult leaves his or Jier 
residence* which disputes some previbus hbtions (eorikl in, 1975; Braungart et 
aK* 1979). Perhaps, those whb are "prisoners in their own homes" (Braungart 
et al.* 1979* p. 24) db ribt leave their residences more often dbe to physical 
inabilities thari to fear. Furthenfibre, lacR of findings supporting the re- 
lationship bf fear bf crime arid elevated crime rates (See hypothesis 2) de- 
creases the probability that f^aar arisirig from actual crime in these areas 
is a salient factor iri keepirig the elderly iri their homes. ; 

Replicatiori bf earlier results (Bbggs, 1971), that dispelled the cbmmori 
belief of fear bf crime beirig liriked tb crime rates, was achieved. The etic^gy 
of fear bf crime iri the elderly^ which was explbred iri testirig the secbrid hy- 
/pdthesis* appears most impbrtaritly tb irivblve lack bf persbrial mastery. Iri 
other words* suppbrt was fourid for the idea that ari blder persbri's recbgriitibri 
bf lesserted effectiveriess bver the erivirbrimerit makes him br her feel mpre vul- 
rierable tb the t-hreat bf crime arid thereby eriharices fear bf victimizatibri 
(bawtbn et al . , 1976; Pattersbri, 1978b; Cbhri, 1981). Decreased ecbribnliii resources 
may also heighteri the impact bf Ibss (Gbldsrhith S Gbldsmith* 1979)rwhile 
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cXpounding the problem by forcing an individual to live in an area that feels 
less'secure. For men, it can be speculated that concerns about physical as- 
sailaBility become most Important in the creation of fear of crime- However, 

this hypothesis awaits examinatibrj with a larger group of men. The need fo^ 

--- ■ - ■ - - - • ^ - ^ 

identification of more significant predictors of women's greater expressed fear 

is evident. *^ \: 

The results of the study must be interpreted with several limitations in 

_ _ ' _ __ _: -i--- ' - 

mind. In particular, causality cannot be inferred from the correlational analy-' 
ses. General Izabil Ity of findings pf sex differences in feair of crime prediction 
is limited by the small number of males in the sample. Also, It cnast be re- 
called that' the older adults were frail and medically Vulnerable, which pos- 
sibly elevated the Importance of functional health in their getting out. More- 
over, ah ihvestigatibh that is heeded would be to include prior victimization 
fl ■ ■ - . - 

across ^11 age groups in order to elutidate factors helpful in decreasing fesar 
of crime. 

V. Practical Implicatibris 

Results from this investigation point to the necessity of looking beyond 
the belief that barred houses keep their fearful elderly inhabitants locked in- 
side. Interventidns in the fonri of health and mental health services may enable 
the older adult to more often leave their residences with a sense of increased 
effectiveness and control over his or her life. 
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TABbE 1 
DEMOGRAPHIC iriEeRMATlON 



AGE 



EDUCATION 



50-54 


1 


55-59 . 


1 


60'-64 


4 


65-69 


4 


70=74 


14 


75-79 


10 


80-84 


10 


85-89 


13 


90-94 


2 


95-99 


1 



MEAN = 77.50 



SEX 



Femal e 
Male 



49 
11 



(81.71) 
(18,3%) 



ETRNIGITY 

Caueasian 52 

Black 4 

Latino 2 

Asian i 



(88.1%) 

(3.4%) 
(1.7%) 



0-7 

8-11 

12 

13-15 

16 

16 

(or more) 



11 
10 
23 
9 
4 
2 



MEAN = 10.70 years 



INCOME 



3.7% 
7.4% 
50.0% 
18.5% 



$0-$1999/yr. 
$2000-S3999/yr. 
$4000-$6999/yr. 
.$7000-$9999/yr. 
$10i000-$in,999/yr. 7.4% 
$l5,d00-$19,999/yr.3.7% 
$20,000-$24,999/yr.5.6% 
$25,000 or morg'yr". 3.7% 



DWELLING 

Own House 

- Rent House 

' Apartment or COhdO 

_ R§tiremefTt Home or 
Hotel , B '& e 

Trailer 



28 
/3 
23- 

5^ 

i 



17 



TABLE 2 

■ • SCREENING INSTRUMENT 

- - - - / 

Subset 1. Social Isolation 

1. Is there at least someone who you speak to or see eve 

2. If this person (s) does not see you or hear from you on any 

given day, would they.be worried and try to get in touch with' 

- ^ . ■ . . . . . A._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ 

3. \f this person (s) cannot rea^h you^fl^ the phone, would they ^ 
cbme over to check on you or call a neighbor or someone else 

^ td\ check on you to make sure you are all right? ^ 

\- 

ScoringV If *^'no'' has Been checked for any of the 3 questions, 
client i\ socially isolated. Check SI box. If "yes" is checked 
for all 3\questions, check NSI box. 

Subset 2. Degree of -Functional Impairm^t 

. . . ; _ . . _ ' . _^ % _ _ _ ' __ . 

1. Do you currently receive help in doing daily cbbkihg? (yes=87v 
no=0) 



2. D6 you curreritly receive help in taking but the garbage? (yes = 
72; no=0) ' 

Are you heaTthy enougH to walk up and down stai rs 1/i thbut help? 
(yes=d; no=ld3) 

4. Are you healthy enough to do the ordinary work ardund the house 
without help? (yes=d; no=62) 



5. In the last month, how many days a week have you tisually gone 
out of the house or building in which ybu iTve? (2 or more days 
=0; one day a week or less^=35) : 

6. Do you use a walker, at least some of the time, to get around? 
(yes=95; no=0) 

7. Are yo\j able to tiress yourself (including socks and shoes) 
without helpr (yes=0; n(?=^25) ( 



8. Could you please tell me what yean it is? -(correct=Cf; incojtrect 
^62) - - . \ 

9. How much of the time does bad. hea] th , sickness or pSiin sto^ you 
frbm dbihq things you would like to be doing? (^Imost never, \ 
seldom, or sbmetimes = 0'; frequently or most of the time = 31) 



Scbring: Sum the numbers , subtract 4S, If the functional score is 
greater than H9,t cl i eht has pddrt functioning; check PF box. If 
the ftjhetibrial scbre is between ] and 119^; client has moderate 
functioning; check MF box, / jj^ g - 



SCREENING INStRUMENT ' ^ 
■ ' ' , : (eont.) - ;: , 

Subset 3. Medical Vulnerability \ 

' 1. Do you often experiehee dizziness or 1 i ghtheadedRess^- 

2; In the last year, have you had a seizure or uncontrolled muscle 
s^pasms? 

- 3.. Do you often pass out, lose conscioushessi ,^ 
^4. Do you have pains in your chest? _ 

5. Are you currently taking medication prescribed fpr a heart 
condition? > - 

6. Are you currently takiffg medicatidh 'prescribed for hypertension 
(high blood pressure)^ 

_ • • _ _ ; _ _ _ - _ ^ _ ._ _ _ _ _ ; 

7. Are you currently taking medication prescribed for diabetes ^ 
(sugar in the blood)? • ^ - 

. ^ ■ ■ -y \: ' _ _ 

Scoring: If any of the 7 questions were answered "ye$", client Is 
medically vulnerable; .check MV box- 



Subset 4. History of Falling 



In the past^^ear, have ybd fallen' down In your home, sbhiedrie else"s 
home or outside? ^ :. •^ ' ^ / ' 

_ ■ _ _ _■ v..," ■ ^ _ ^ • ' 

2. If yes, on ariy of these occasions, were'' you uriabl e_ te get up on 
your ov/n, that it, had to have help frbm someone eHe? 

Scoring: If answer to both questions' is "yes"* £heck HF, bo^. ■ 



YES 


NO 


# 




■ 31 


28 


16 


44 


7 


52 






22 


38 


- 32 


28 


29 


- 3d 


6 


54- 




RV 




50 




m ■ 






33 


27 : 


21 


13 



HF 
21 




J 



ERIC 



is 



TABtE .3 











) ' 


• • MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS 


FOR PERSONAL' VARIABLES 


1 


VARIABLE 
#• 




TOTAL SAMPLE 


MEN 
(N=llj 
i 


WOMEN 
(N=49) 


*FUNeTIONAL HEALTH 


Mean 


13.-967 


13.000 


14.184 




SD 




6.663 


5.461 


* - - ' - 

Umi TD CTATIIC 

HhAL 1 1;^ 5 1 ATUb 


MA - M 

J Meein 


o o o ^ 

E.o33 




£ .■00/ 


*MASTERY 


SD 
" Mean 


0.806 ^ 
15.115 


0.647 
14.011 


0.842 
15.363 




SD- 


4 . 620 


3.824 ▼ .. 


4.780 


PERSONAL INCOME 


Mean 




4.000 


3.637, 


P 


■ SD 


1.459 ' . 


1.483 


1.473 


LEAVE OF RESIDENCE 


- Mean 


18.057 


18.091 


18.061 




SO. 


~ 5.092 


7.816 


4.375 



*Ldwer values lighify higher ^ewe^s^f variables 
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MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR CRIME VARIABLES 



VARIABLE 



TOTAL SAMPLE 
{N=60) 



MEN 



WOMEN 
(N=4'9) 



FEAR OF eRIME 

) 



^6tAL_CRIME RATE 
' (pf reporting dist, ) 



Mean 
SD 

Mean 
SD 



.RESIDENTIAL BUF!GL-ARy Mean 

SD 

STREET ROBBERY Mean 
(incl ; purse snatch) 

AGGRAVATED ASSAUL" Mean 
(incl . murder&rape ) 



57.528 
10.387 ; 

; 0.0.8-2 ■ 
0.060 

0.016 
0.009 

0.005*^ 

o.dfee ~~ 

0.005 
0.006 



47.230 
9.981 

0.084 
0.083 

0.015 
0.009 

0.007 
0.011 

0.n|5 
0.008 



S9.840 
9.050 

0.081 
0.055 

0.016 
0.009 



0.00i> 



)5 
0.005 



0.005 
0.005 
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TABLE S 

CbRRELAtieNS 0F LEAVE OF RESIDENCE WITH INBEPENsInT VARIABLES 



INDEPENDENT VARIABLE 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 
SELF REPORTED HEALTH 
PERSONAL MASTERY 
•FEAR OF CRIME 



TOT/tL CRWE RATE 

RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY 
■ STREET ROBBERY 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

PERSONAL INCOME 

SEX OF RESPONDENT 

A6E OF RESPONDENT 

*p<.05 
***p<.OOOT 



ZERO ORDER CdRRELATiON 
(N=69) 



-.57*** 

-.13 

-.24* 

.01 

.93 
-.08 
-.03 , 
-.22*' 

'.15 

-.002 

-.13- 



^ i INPEPENDENT VARIABLE 
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 



PERSONAL M;^ST£RY . 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 



eONTRBLLING FOR: 
PERSON/^. MASTERY 

- . 53*** 

CdNTROLEINS FORi 
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 

-.03 

..\8. - 



.0001 




\ 



I 



FONeriBNAh HEAbTH 
FEAR 8F 5RIME . 
PERSONAt mastery' , 
t . SELF REPORTED HEALTH 
TOTAL CRIME RATE 



TABLE 5 . 

PREDICTION "OF LEAVB OF RESIDENCE 
BETA 



B 

-;512 
.548 

-.497 
5.430 



-.570 

.-1-12 \ \ 
-.072 T 



♦Functional . heal th entered last into 
001 



FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 

_ _ _ _ »• 

FEAR OF GRIME 
PERSONAL MASTERY 
SELF- REPORTED HEALTH 
RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY 



B 

.512 
.558 
-.690 
-.529 
' -78.370 

i 



-.079 \ 
.064 \ 

equation 

BETA I 

.570 

.114 

.063- /' 

.084 

.132 



*Fdrictibnal health entered last into 
**^*p<.001 



equation \ 



0 

R 


, R^Tdtal 


R * 


.32t», 


.324 


.270 


.(5JI2 r 


.336 


.011 

• 






• UoU 


.005 


,345 . 


.0005 


.003^^ 


*.348 


s 

,009 


^ r' 


R^ Total ■ 


R^* 


.324 


.324. 


.290 


.013 


.337 


.011 


.003 


i 340 


.060 


.sob' 


.3^ 


^.002 


.617 


.363 


.0606 





B ; 


•• BETA 




R Total . 




\; _ 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 


-.512 


*** 

'-.570 
* 


V:324 


■ .324 - 


.271 


FEAR OF CRIME 


.548 


' .112 


.012 


.336 


■. . 011 


PERSONAL MASTERY 


-.798 


-.072 


.004 


.340 


.060 


SELF REPORTED HEALTH 


-.497 


-.079 


.005 


.345 


.001 


STREET ROBBERY , ■ ; 


-34.790 


-.043 


.002 


.347- 


.003 



*Funct1onal health entered last into Equation 

***p<.001 
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B 


BETA 


r2 


R^TotaV 


, R^* 


FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 


-.512 


— *** 
-.570 


.324 


.324 


- .271 


FEAR OF CRIME 


.070 


\144 


.019 


.343 


.018 


PERSONAL MASTER'f 


-.591 


-.054 


■ .002 


. .345__. 


. !O60 


SELF REPORTED HEALTH 

1 


-.404 


-.064 


.003 


.348 


;O03 


AGGRAVATED ASSAULT -136.91, 
*fdnctiona1 health entered 1asf 


-.150 
into eijuation 


.022 

'23 


.370 
***p <f..66l 


^ ^.030 



. . : ■ TABLE 7 
fdRRElATiONS^dF FEAR OF" CRIME WITH INDEPENDENT VARIABLES ' ^ 



INDEPENDENT -VARIABLE ZERO ORDER CORRELATION 

■ (N=50) 



FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 

SELF Reported •HEALTH 

PERSONAL- MASTERY 



i 

003 



TOTAL CRIME RATE 

R^ID^NTIAL "bURBLA^!''^7;^-.002 
STREET ROBBERY ".^ / 



ASSRAVAtED ASSAULT 

PERSONAL tfieOME 

SEX OF RESPONDENT 

AGE OF RESPONDENT 

• *p<.6B 
' **p<.005 

■ ***p<.oooi. ^ ■ ' 



, 08 - 
.20 

j -.24* 

.47***; 

.02 



INDEPENDENT VARIABLE' 

TOTAL CRIM^^RAtE • V . 
RESI D^N^JaL" burglary 
5T5EET ROPERY 
AGGRAt'A.tED ASSAULT 



CDNTRrH.U-fjG FOR: • 

PERSONAL MA^T^Ry 

. ■ -■ 

- 1- . ■ 

.09 

- , ■ -.04 
^ ..-..OS 

. .18 - A 



CONTROL Cinfe F9R;: :~ 
.PERSONAL INCOME * 



-T07 
-.02 
.64 
.15 

9 
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TABLE « 

"v • 

PRE&ItTldN OF f=tAR OF £RI«E 



r 

■ ■ \ 


.711' 


- BETA ■ 
PI- 1 " — 

-** 


-i^Sit 


Total 


» p 
M2 


. r's 
.134 


} 


;814 


' -.115 > 


.012 - - 


.11^ 


;036 


.020 




.QD2 


.p62 


0 


.112 


.005* 


d 




.013 


liJDll 


b • 


.112 


;017. 


; 0003 


18. 


.122. 




.010 


.122 


.001 


;015 


12. 


.610' 


-\ *** 
.474 


;224 


;346 


.224 


.176 



dERSONAL mastery . ; 
^ PF^SONAL iNeOHE' 
FllNCTIdNAt HE^bTR 
SELF REPORTED HEMTFl 

'rout mm rate ; 

'.SEX gF.-RESP^NDENT' 



*fersonal mastery entered last jrito equation ; s-sex entered last into, equ.^tion 
**p < .01 



■ ^ 4 

B 

.711 - 


' BETA 
— *★ 
.316 


R^: 
.100 


: R^ Total 
.100 ' 


2 

R *: 
.062 


R^S 
.134 


^ -;813 


-.115 


.012 


.112 


.036 


.020 


■ - .030 - 


-.017 


.0002 


.112r 


.005 


..0002 


.458 


;036 


.001 


.1132 


.017 


.002 


-105^686 


- . 088 


-.007 


.1202 


.002 


.005 


12.610 


■ ■ *#* 
.474 


.224 


.3442 


.224 


.184 



PERSONAL MASTERY 
PERSONAL INCOME.^ 
FUNCTIONAt HEALTH 
SELF REPORTED HEALTfl 
RESIBENTlAt BURGLARY 
SEX 0F REPSPONDENT 



*PerSQnal mastery entered last into equation; s-sex entered last into efjuation ^ 
**p ^.Ol ^ 



*** 



p <;001 



PERSONAL MASTERY 

PERSONAL INCOME 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 

SELF REPORTED HEALiTH 

'i 

STI^EET R0§BERY 
SEX OF RESP0N0ENT 





B 


.■7' * ' 

BETA 


r2 


j^R^otal 


^r2* 


R^s. 




-.711 ' 


** 

.316 


.100 - 


.100 


.043 . 


.134 




.814 ,: 


■^.-;115 


.012 


.112 • 


.036 


.020 




.013 , 






.112 


.006 


0 




.369 


.029 


.0007 " 


.1127, 


.Oi7 


.001 


59, 


.035 


^ .036 


■'■ f V.-. , . 

;bQi 


.1137 


.011 


.003 


12. 


.'610 ' 


474 *** 


• .224 


.3377 


' .224 


.179 



***p ^.001 
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*Personal mastery entered last into equation; s-sex entered last into equation 
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~ TABLE 8 ; 

(cbht/j ■ . 

pREDictidN OF fIar of crime 



. . ■ ^ 


B 


BETA 


^..r2. 


y - 

R^Total : 


'/* ■ 


r2s 


PERSONAL MASTER? 


.711 


. .316 


.100 


y 

- .100 ' 


.046 


.134 


PERSONAL INeORE-' 


-.631 


-.089 


.007 


.107 ■■: 


.0217 


• 020 
. 0 


FUNeTIONAL HEALTH 


.005 


.ooi 


6 


.107 


;003: 


SELF REP0RTE0 HEALTH 


;44g 


.035 


.001 


.,108* 


.Q16 


.002 


ASSRAVA^TEB ASIaULT 


283.^ 


.150 


.022 


.130 


.042 


.012 


SEX OF REPS0NDENT 


12.610 


*** 

.474 


.224 


.354 


-.224 


.186 



*Personal mastery entered last into equation; s-sex entered last into equation^ 
**p <.01 . ■ . ' 

, ***p <.001 
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■ • ^ . „ TABLE 9 i 

\— ~ PREDICT lOR W FMp^ ^ ' 

B BETA R^fbtal- * R^. ^ 

PERSONAL MASTERY -.540 -.207 idZB .026 .669 

PERSONAL INCOME 1.375 .204 - .038 .090 .P78; 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH .428 .286** .058 .148 .399.. 

SELF REPORTED HEALTH 12.361 .801 *^^^ '^^^ 

tbtAL CRIME RAtF 14.512 .120 .X)09 ■. .798 .018 



h-sel f reported heal th entered into equation last 
**p <.01. ^ • ' • ■" . 

***p <;ooi . 





B 


BETA 


r2 


R^Total 


R^h 


PERSONAL t|ASfERY 


-.540 


-.207 


.026 


.026 


.009 


PERSONAL INCOME , 


1.375 


.204 


.038 


'., ,064 


.078 


FUNCTIONAL HEALTH ■ 


.428 


** 

.286 


.558 ^ 


.12?-' 


.399 


SELF REPORTEp HEALTH 


12,361 


*** 

.800 


.641 


.763 


.178 


RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY ' 
.* 


116.691 


.103 


.009 


.772 


.107 


_ _ <, ^ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ . ■ j" 
H-self reported health entered into equation. last 
'*p.<.6l' • ' ' • 
r,*p <.oor. * • 






* ■■ *»■ 


B 


BETA 




R^Total 




PERSONAL- MASTER . 


-.540 


-.207 


.026 ; 

0 


.026 


.009 


PERSONAt^CQME 


1 J75 


.204 

. ** 
.286 


.038 


.064 


.078 


FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 


.428 


. .058 


.122 


.399 


SELF REPORTED HEALTH 


12.361 


*** 

.801 ■ , 


.641 - 


.763 


> .173 


STREET ROBBERY 


72.7§1 


,079 


.005 


.768 


.005 



h-self reported health entered into equation last 
*.*p <.6l 

001 ■• 
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TABLE 3 





PRnnTTTTriN np 

..rKuUiw 1 lun ur 
B 


FFfiR OP CRIME 
- BETA 


IN MEN 


R^Total 




PERSQNAb MASTERY 


-.478 


-.183 


.020' 


.020 


.009 


PERSQNAb INGQME 


1.375 


.204 


.038 , 


.058 


.078 


FUNeTIONAh REAbTfl 


.428 


— ** 
,286 


.058 


.116 


.399 


StFREPeRTEB HEAbTfl 


12.361 


— *** 
.801 


.641 


.757 . 


.178 


A66RAVATE0 ASSAUbT 


229.013 


.195 


.033 


.790 


.020 



H-self reported health entered into equation last 

**p<r.ei ' , 

***p < .mi 
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^ TABLE 10^::: 

--^ PREDienp OFvFEAR OF CRI IN WOMEN . 

B BETA R^Total R^m 

; PERSONAL MASTERY ^664 .350** .123. .123 .088 

PERSONAL INCOME -1.26 -.205 .038 .161 .086 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH -.209 -.126 .014 , .175 .0009 

SELF REPORTED HEALTH -.630 -.059 .003 .178 .0009 

TOTAL CRIME RATE -3.274 -.020 .0003 .1783 .002 

• - » 

ffl-pefsonal mastery entered Into equation first 

♦♦p^.Ol - 

B BETA R^ R^fotal R^m * 

PERSONAL MASTERY .664 .350** .123 .123^: .100 

PERSONAL INCOME -1.26 -.2<J5 .038 .161^ y .086 

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH -.209 | -.126 . .014 .175 .001 

SELF REPORTED HEALTH .368 .034 10009 .1759 ' .0009 

RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY 129.270 -.123 .014 .1899 .001 

m-pefsdrial mastery ^^^ered into equation fir^t 

**p <.01 : 

B BETA R^ R^Total R^m 

PERSONAL MASTERY ' .664 .350 ** , .123 ^ .123 ..045 

PERSONAL INCOME -1.26 -.205 .038 .161 ^ .046 

FUNCnONAb HEALTR -.174 . -.105 .009 .170 .009 

SELF REPORTED HEALTH -.700 -.065 , .003 .173 .004 

STREET ROBBERY 270.479 .148 .017 .190 .088 

ni-persbriaT mastery entered into equation first 
**p <.01 

—y • 

o 
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TABLE iO 
(Cdht.) 



PRED.iCti 



PERSBNAh MASTERY 
■pERSONAb INGOHE 
FUNGTIONAb HEAbTH 
SELF REP0RTE0 HEAhTH 
A6SRAVATE0 ASSAULT 



OF FEAR OF CRIME IN WOMEN 

„2 



BETA 




** 



125 



m-pers6rial mastery entered Into equation first 



;038 
.013 
;002 
.014 
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